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INITIAL STUDY
L BACKGROUND

. Project Title: City of Colfax General Plan, Housing Element Update
2. Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Colfax
35 South Main Street
Colfax. CA 95715
3 Contact Person and Phone Number: Bob Perrault. City Manager
Citv of Colfax
330.346-2313
L. Project Location: The City of Coltax
5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address: Bob Perrault. Ciry Manager
Citv of Colfax
35 South Main Street
Colfax. CA 93715
6. General Plan Designation: N/A
7. Zoning: N/A

8. Project Description Summary:

The project involves the update of the Housing Element of the City of Colfax General
Plan.
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IL SOURCES

The following documents are referenced information sources utilized by this analvsis:

Clty of Colfax General Plan, 1992-2012
City of Colfax General Plan Initial Study and Mitigation Program August. 1998
City of Colfax Housing Element of the General Plan. Public Review Draft,

Novemboer 2003,

},.,J!,_}w

1. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,
involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact™ as indicated by the

checklist on the following pages.

O Aesthetics 00 Agriculture 0 Air Quality

{: Biological Resources £1  Cultural Resources O Geology/Soils

0 Hazards & Hazardous [l Hydrology/Warter Quality [ Land Use & Planning
Materials

1 Energy & Minerai Resources {1 Noise 3 Popalation & Housing

(3 Public Services B Recreation [0 Transportation & Circulation

3 Urilities/Service Systems 1 Mandatorv Findings of Significance

IV. DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial study:

® | find that the Proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment.
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

] I find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been
made by or agreed to by the applicant. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will

be prepared.

[1 T find that the Proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the emzronmeﬁt and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

[ 1 find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially
significant unless mitigated” on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately anaivzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards. and 2)
has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analvsis as described on
attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. but it must
analvze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

"3
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T A find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier
General Plan EIR pursuant to applicable standards. and (b} have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to that eariier General Plan EIR. including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project. nothing further is required.

Sigratwere B Date
Bob Perrault, Citv Manager City of Colfax
Printed Name For

V. BACKGROUND AND INTRODUCTION

This Initial Study provides an environmental analysis pursuant to the Calitornia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, as amended. for the propesed Cirv of Coifax General Plan
Housing Element Update (proposed project).

The project site is the City of Coltax Planning Area, The Cinv of Coltax s one of six
incorporated cities in Placer Countv, The City is located in the central County area along

. Interstate 80. a primary transportation route connecting Colfax to Sacrameno on the south and
Reno on the north. Colfax 1s about 20 miles east of the Roseville City urban area and
approximately 50 miles east of Sacramento. Currently. the incorporated City and sphere of
influence covers approximately 2.294 acres.

As required by State law (Section 63380 — 633898 of the Calitornia Government Code). the
proposed project incfudes an update of the City of Colfax’s General Plan Housing Element. The
update identifies residential sues adequate to accommodate a variery of housing types for all
income levels and needs of special population groups detined under State faw (Section 63383 of
the Calttornia Government Code). analvzes governmental constraints 1o housing maintenance.
improvement and development, addresses conservation and improvement of the condition of the
existing affordable housing stock. and outlines policies to promote housing opportunities for all
persons.

In preparing this Initial Studyv. the City has relied on the Colfax General Plan and the Inital
Study and Mitigation Program prepared with the General Plan.  Pursuant 1o Section 210833 of
the Public Resources Code. the Clty incorporates by reference these documents. which are
available for examination at the Citv Hall. 33 South Main Street, Colfax. CA 95713, “

This Initial Study focuses on whether the proposed project may cause signiticant effects on the
environment that were not examined in the General Plan Initial Stody. In particular. consistent
with Section 21085.3. this Initial Study and Mitigation Program is intended to assess any effects
on the environment that are peculiar to the proposed project or to the parcels on which the
. project would be located and were not addressed or analvzed as signitficant etfects in the General

Tl
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Plan Initial Study and Mitigation Program. or which substantial new information shows will be
more significant than described in the previous Initial Study.

Implementation of mitigation measures identified in the General Plan Mitigation Program that
applyv 1o the proposed project will be required as part of the project. These mitigution measures
mayv be further clarified to address impacts specitic to this proiect. Implementation of project-
specific mitigation measures for new. potentially significant impacts that were not previously
identitied in the General Plan Initial Study will also be required as part of the proposed project.

V1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Housing Element is an integral component of the City’s General Plan. The Housing Element
addresses existing and future housing needs of all rypes for persons of all economic groups in the
Cuy. The Housing Element is a tool for use by citizens and public officials in understanding and

meeting the housing needs in Colfax.

The State Legislature has mandated that a Housing Element be included in every Generai Plan
since 1969, The Housing Element is one of the seven required ¢lements in 2 General Plan.
Article 10.6. Section 63589 — 653898, Chapter 3 of Division | of Title 7 of the Government
Code sets forth the legal requirements for a Housing Element and encourages the provision of
affordabie and decent housing in all communities 1o meet Statewide goals. Speciticaliv. Section
63580 states the Housing Element shail consist of ~[...] an wdemification and anaivsis of existing
and projected housing needs and a statement of goals, polices. quantified objectives, financial
resources and scheduled programs for the preservation. improvement. and development of
housing.” The Housing Element must also contain 2 five-vear housing plan with quantified
objectives for the implementation of the goals and objectives described in the Housing Element.
State law requires the Housing Element be updated every tive vears.

The City of Coltax’s current Housing Element was adopted in 1993, At the time of the adoption.
all Elements of the City's General Plan were consistent. This Initial Studv cvaluates the
environmental effects of the new 2003-2008 Colfax Housing Element. [t should be noted that
although the title of the new Housing Element specifies the dates ~2003-2008." the Housing
Element actually covers the needs for the period 2001 through 2008,

Government Code Section 63383 requires that the Housing Element include the following
COMPONeEnts;

* A review of the previous element’s goals, policies. programs. and obiectives to ascertain
the effectiveness of each of these components. as well as the overall effectiveness of the
Housing Element. ,

* Anassessment of housing needs and an inventory of resources and constraints related to
the meeting of these needs.

An analysis and program for preserving assisted housing developments.

* A statement of communiy goals. quantified objectives. and policies relauve to the
maintenance. preservation. improvement and development of housing.

* A program which sets forth a five-year scheduie of actions that the City is undertaking
or intends to undertake, in implementing the policies set forth in the Housing Element,

Fubruury 2
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Between 1990 and 2000, the City of Colfax grew trom [.306 people to 1.596 people or an annual
rate ot approximately 2.2 percent. Several factors influence the degree ot demand for housing in
the City of Colfax, Four major “needs™ caregories considered in the Housing Element include:
housing needs resulting from overcrowding: housing needs that result when households are
paving more than they can afford for housing: housing needs of "special needs groups” such os
the elderly. large families. female heads of households. households with persons with disabilites.
and the homeless: and housing needs resulting from population growth in the City and

surrounding region,

Caiifornia’s Housing Element law requires that each city and county develop iocal housing
programs designed to meet its “fair share™ of housing needs for all income groups. This “fair
share™ allocation seeks to ensure that each jurisdiction accepts responsigility for the housing
needs of not only its current residents. but also for those households who might be reasonably
expected io reside within the jurisdiction. A jurisdiction’s “fair share”™ of regional housing need
ts the number of additional dwelling units that would be required to accommodate the anticipated
growth in households. replace expected demolitions and conversion of housing units te non-
housing uses. and achieve a future vacancy rate that allows tor the healthy functioning of the

housing market.

The Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACODG) develops the Reglonal Housing Needs
Assessments {RHNA) for the cities in Sacramento County. Placer Ceuntv. and Ei Dorado
County. The purpose of the RHNA s 10 alfocate 1o the region their “fair share™ ot the region’s
projected housing need by household income group for the 7 sear Housing Element planning
period (currentiv 2001-2008), SACOG completed the most recent plan for the Counry from 2001
to 20G3 on May 17,2001, The RHNA anticipates a 21.2 percent (%) increased need tor housing
in the City of Coifax, This results in a wotal allocation of 133 homes to the Ciny of Colfax. The
housing need is further divided by four income categories of Verv Low (up 10 30 percent of
Placer County median income}. Low (up to 80 percentl. Moderate {up to 120 percenti. and
Above Moderate (more than 120 percent) income categories. Table T breaks down the ailocation

by these income categories.

Berween 2001 and September 2005, a total of 125 units were constructed in the City of Colfas,
As the current RHNA cvele includes 2001-20G2. in the respective approprizte income category.
these dwelling units have been applied toward the 135 dwelling unit housing neged identitied for
the Citv of Colfax, leaving a balance of 45 dwelling units as the current construction need
{see table 1). Because the environmental review of the 1335 dwelling units constructed between
2001-2002 was previously conducted on a project-bv-project basis. this document will only be
assessing the potential impacts related to the provision of adequate land to accommeodate the
balance of the 133 units RHNA assigned to the City of Colfax or 45 unirs.

LW H
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Table 1
City of Colfax Housing Allocation, 2001-2008
2001- Sept Current
IucﬂmeHGrsu;:{I;;rcem of Allocation 2003 ’ Construction
M Construction Need
Very Low - 5.2% 7 0 7
Low— 12.6% 17 50 0
Moderate - 22.2% 30 28 2
Above Moderate — 60.0% 8l 45 36
TOTAL 135 123 43
[ Source: 2000 Regional Housing Allocation Plan. SACOG ]

As part of the 2003-2008 Housing Element update, an analysis of the residential development
potential of vacant land in the City of Colfax was completed in September 2003, A total of
156.6 acres of vacant land are currently zoned residential in the Citv of Colfax that will
accommodate up to 391 new housing units. 346 more than needed to meet the RHNA goals.
Table 2 ts a listing of vacant land by general plan classification along with the conservative unit
capacity for this classification.

TABLE 2
L __ Vacant Residential Acreage and Units B
Zoning Low Deasity Medium Density Medium High | Total
Density ,
Acres 1134 15.6 276 | 246.7
Units 151 109 33 i 591
Source: Septernber 2003 Vacant Land Survev -

Discretionary Action

[mplementation of the proposed project would require the following discretionary actions by the
Citv of Coltax Planning Commission/City Council:

s Approval of a Negative Declaration; and
» Approval of the Housing Flement for the City of Coifax.

Fuhruary 2004
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VII. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

The following Checklist contains the environmenta) checklist form presented in Appendix G of
the CEQA Guidelines. The checklist form 1s used to describe the impacts of the proposed
project. A discussion follows each environmental issue identified in the checklist. Included in
each discussion are project-specific mitigation measures deemed appropriate and recommended

as part of the proposed project.
For this checklist, the following designations are used:

Potentially Sigmificant Impact: An impact that could be significant. and for which no
mitigation has been identified. If any potentially significant impacts are identified. an EIR must

be prepared.

Potentially Significant With Mitigatien Incorporated: An impact that requires mitigation to
reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level.

Less-Than-Significant Impact: Any impact that would not be considered significant under
CEQA relative to existing standards.

No Impact: The project would not have any impact.

Praenizaliy

Paentsaily Sigmficasnt Lens-Than- o
Issues Ssznfleany With S Fuane in:paa
Lmapact Mugaton Lmipact .
_ Incarporated -
I. AESTHETICS.
Would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic L] [ x J
vista?
b. Substantially damage scenic resources. - £ x 0]
including. but not limited to. trees, rock
outcroppings, and histode buildings within a
State scenic highway?
. Substantially degrade the existing visual IE ] x J
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d. Create a new source of substantial light or L3 0 ® 0l

glare which would adversely affect dav or
nighttime views il the area?

Discussion

a-c.  The City of Colfax consists of mountains, roifing hills, vallevs. and forest. Architectural
and historic components provide significant scenic vistas within certain developed
portions of the Citv. The combination of natural and developed influences has combined
to produce numerous scenic vistas throughout the City.

-1
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The Housing Element Updale anticipates the need for 435 housing units in the City for the
7 vear peried from 2001 to 2008. Without identifyving the location of residential
deveiopment. the potential impact of development on a scenic vista. scenic resources,
historic  buildings. or visual character of the City is impossible to determine.
Furthermore. because the Housing Element is a policy level document. the Housing
Element does not include any site specific designs or proposals that would enable an
assessment of potential site specific visual impacts that may result with fuure housing
development proposals. Therefore, a case-by-case design review of future housing
projects would be carried out to ensure that existing views and aesthetic conditions are
preserved, and that the projects are consistent with all General Plan goals. objectives. and
policies. Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential impacts associated with

this issue to a less-than-significant level.

Development of residential uses in accordance with applicahle provisions of the Citv's
Housing Element Update would create new sources of light and glare in the City. The
increased density and intensity of residential uses would increase the amount of light and
glare in developed areas (from exterior lighting, street lighting, vehicular lighting. and
interior {ighting visible from the outside}. To minimize potentiai light and glare impacts.
future development proposed by the Housing Element Update would be required tw
comply with applicable policies governing light and glare outlined in the Community
Design Element in the Generai Plan. City of Coltax development standards. and/or
requirements mandared during the environmental review of individual residential
developments. Adherence to these standards and/or requirements would reduce potential
light and glare impacts to a Jess-than-significant level,

Fehruar: 2004
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Housing Element update would be reviewed to ascertain potential impacts with existing
agricultural zoning. agricultural use. or Williamson Act designation. Adherence to
applicable City standards related to agricultural zoning, use or Williamson Act lands
would reduce potential impacts related to this issue to a less-than-significant level.

Fehriary 2004

Potenually
Pf:«:cnnally Fagficant Less-Thans No
[ssues Sigaufican Witk Sipgmficant Impact
[mpact Mitgation aepact
_____ {ncorporaied
IL. AGRICULTURE RESQURCCES.
In determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects, fead
agencies may refer 1o the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1977) prepared
by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional
maodel to use in assessing impacts on agricuiture and
Jarmland, Would the project:
a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmiand. L ] x L
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmiand Mapping Program
of the California Resources Agency. to non-
agnicultural use?
b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural L . x 0
use. or a Williamson Act contract?
c. Involve other changes in the existing O O x O
enviromment. which due to their jocation or
nature. could individually or cumulatvely
result in loss of Farmland to non-agricuftural
use?
Discussion
a.c.  Soils within the Colfax Planning Area are primarily made up of Class VI and Class VII
soils. Prime Farmland soils. according to the Williamson Act definition. are made up of
Class T or Class 11 soils. (Natural Environment Element. 6.3).
The proposed project identifies a housing need of 43 housing units in the Citv. which
would not require the conversion of farmland. Currently there are no agricultural lands
within the Citv Limits. Because this is a policy level document. the Housing Element
does not include any site specific designs or proposals that would enable an assessment of
potenttal site specific agricultural impacts that may resufl with future housing
development proposals: a case-byv-case environmental review of furure housing projects
would be necessary which would ensure impacts related to the loss of farmland would be
minimized. Therefore. the proposed project would have Jless-than-significant imppacts 1o
agricultural resources.
b. Individual development projects necessary to satisfv the housing need identified in the
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Patentialky
Efxentzai!y Sigm_ﬁca.nt Lgss»fhan- No
issues Siumficant With Sigulican; lempact
impact Mwngmion [mpact
Ineorgorated.
Ii. AIR QUALITY.
Where available, the significance criteria established by
the applicable air quality management or air poliution
control district may be relied upon to make the
Jollowing determinations. Would the project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of O O E O
the applicable air quahty plan?
b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute ] O | i
substantially te an existing or projected air
quality violation?
C. Result in a cumulatively considerable net & & x U
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-aftainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions
oy which exceed quantitative thresholds tor
ozone precursors)?
d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial ] ] x O
pollutant concentrations?
e. Create objectionable odors affecting a &l O E C
substantial number of people?
Discussion
a.c. The City of Colfax 1s part of the Mountain Counties Air Basin. which shares the
“airshed™ with the eastern two- thirds of Placer County. Colfax s within the Placer
County Air Pollution Control District {APCD). The Sacramento Vallev Air Basin, which
s west of Placer County. has a serious air quality problem. Colfax, although east of
Sacramento Vallev Air Basin. may suffer some transfer of pollutants. and is subject to
some of the same air quality concerns. due to its location within the mountain valley. Of
the emissions generated within Placer County. 85 percent are transferred from the
Sacramento Valley. 12 percent from the mountain counties. and 3 percent from.Lake
Tahoe (Colfax General Plan 6-3). The Mountain Counties Air Basin has air pdliution
problems that are influenced by specific metcorclogical and topographical factors. The
prevailing wind direction generally funnels through the mountain vallevs. These winds
trap pellutants in the basin.
T
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Placer County is classified as a State and Federal nonartainment area for ozone, a state
nonattainment area for PM;. and is unclassitied in the State and Federal standards for
carbon monoxide. The APCD’s non-attainment area plan is known as the /99/ Air
Quality Antginment Plan.  Implementation of the Antainmen: Plun ts not expected (o
achieve the required five percent reduction of pollutant levels due in large part to the fact
that 85 percent of the pollutants that ultimately reside within Placer County are actually
generated in the urbanized areas to the west and transferred east via wind patterns.
Currenty. the City of Colfax follows the Placer Counry Offset Mitgation Measures, and
Placer County Best Available Mitigation Measures, 1996. to reduce impact on focal air
quality.

New development within the Ciry shall comply with the densitv and intensity standards
outlined in the Land Use Element and the City’s current Zoning Ordinance. The City
must be diligent in its efforts to ensure that each future project is carefully reviewed to
ensure consistency with Federal, State. and local air quality standards and consistent with
the goals. policies. and standards established within the other ¢iements of the General
Plan that are intended to protect air quality. Therefore. a case-byv-case review ot future
housing projects to ensure that air quality is protected and that theyv are consistent with all
General Plan goals. objectives. and policies would be necessarv. Adherence to such
standards and guideiines would reduce potental impacts refaed 1w this issue to a fess-
than-significant level.

Since 1970, air quality has been regulated at the federal level under the Clean Air Act
{CAA). This act authorized the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to set
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for air poilwants of natonwide
concern. The EPA has established siandards for six cnteria air pelluwants. These
potlutants include ozone (Os). carbor monoxide (CO). nirrogen dioxide (NO:). sulfur
dioxide (SO-). suspended particulate matter (PM) and lead (Pby. PM:: particulate
matter has recentlv been added to this lising: however. data 10 document ambient
conditions or quantify these emissions do not vet exist. Primarv standards for air
pollutants were established to protect public health. while secondary standards were
established to protect the public welfare by preventing impairment of visibility and
damage to vegetation and property.

In addition. the California Air Resources Board {CARB) has set state standards for
sulfates. hydrogen sulfide. vinyl chioride. and visibility reducing particles. These
standards are designed to protect the health and welfare of the populace with a reasonable
marzin of saferv. These criteria refer 10 episode levels representing periods of shori-term
exp:,;sure to air pollutants that actually threaten public health. Federal and State stapdards
are detailed in Table 3.

11
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f o Table 3 o
g Ambient Air Quality Standards .
1 | Federal
Pollutant Averaging Time State Primary_ Secondary |
0.G% ppm 0.12 ppm .
Ozone (03) Phour | (180 ig/m) @35 igimhy | SN D Pnmary
£ hour 0.08 ppm 0.08 ppm
0,053 ppm §.053 ppm
Nitrogen Dioxide | ‘\0mual Average (100 ig/m?) (100ig/m" | Same as Primary
{NG») 0.25 ppm Standard
I hour (470 tg/m ) - -
9.0 ppm_ 9.4 ppm
Carbon § hour (i0 mym’) (10 mg/m’) B
Monoxide (CO) [ hour 20.0 ppm 35.0 ppm
o © Vmgimy | {mgmy
Annual Gepmetric R
Suspended Mean 30?{ i vvvvv |
Particulate 24 Hour 50 iglm’ 150 ig/m’ . !
, u S —-+  Same as Primary
Matter (PM ) Annual Arithmetic B 50 e/’ Seandard
Mean w T | R
Suspended Anpual Anithmetie | 15 em’ ; ]
. - Jiwm , -
Particulate Mean !
Matter {PMas) 24 Hour -~ i 65 iw'm’ ! - !
Annual Average | 3 ‘ 0.03 ppm ?
{30 1zrms Same a5 Primary
24 Hour .04 ppm 0.14 ppm i Swmndard i
Suifur Dioxide | {108 ig’'m) {365 igm’ i :
{S0) 3 Hour | 3 ~ 0.5 ppm
E {1300 igm™)
I Hour : 0.23 ppm B _
(635igmy | L ]
Lead (Phy i 30 Dav Average L3 igm’ - ! -
Calendar Quarter | ‘ DT © Same as Primary |
I B | (1.3 ighm ) f Standard !
Suithtes | ;@:ngr S S| S -
) i ! .05 ppm i
| fodrogenSulfde | MHow 0 wigm) - N
Vinyl Chioride | . 0.01 ppm
{Chioroethene) | 24 Hour ! (26 ig/m’} - -
Visibili f ?
1552)1?}:}( | $Hour{10am o | -
Redﬁﬁing I & o.m ?S’E‘} I " b
Particles pm- b o
Note: ** In sufficient amount 1w produce an extinetion coefficient of 0.23 per kilometer due (o parsicles
when the relative humidity is less than 70 percent. Measurement in accordance with ARB Method V.
Scurce: ARB Fact Sheet 39, 1993,

The Federal Clean Air Act Amendments of 1977 required that each state adopt an
implementation plan outlining pollution control measures to attain the federal standards
in non-attainment or maintenance areas of the state,

The CARB oversees activities of local air quality management agencies. and is
responsible for incorporating air quality management plans for local air basins into 2
State [mplementation Plan {SIP) for federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
approval. The SIP is a plan that provides for implementation. majntenance. and

1 )
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enforcement of the Ambient Air Quality Standards {(AAQS), CARB maintains air quality
monitoring stations throughout the State in comjunction with local air districts. Dara
collected at these stations are used by the CARB 1o classify air basins as "attamnment” or
"non-attainment” with respect to each pollutant and to areas that meet the AAQS, while
non-attainment refers to areas that do not meet the AAQS. Maintenance areas refer to
geographic areas that were once non-aftainment but have shown recently that the areas

are achieving the AAQS.

The federal CAA prohibits federal departments and agencies or other agencies from
acting on behalf of the federal government. and the Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPQ) from engaging in. supporting in any way. providing financial assistance f{or.
licensing. permitting or approving any activity that does not conform to the State
Implementation Plan {SIP).

Ozone

Ozone {smoy) is formed bv photochemical reactions between oxides of nitrogen and
reactive organic gases rather than being directly emitted. Qzone 1s a pungent. colorless
gas tvpical of smog. Elevated ozone concentrations result in reduced lung function.
particuiariy during vigorous physical activity. This health problem is particularly acute in
sensitive receptors such as the sick. elderly. and voung children. Ozone levels peak
during the summer and earlv fall months. The APCD 1s designated as a non-attainment
area for both federal and State ozone standards. meaning that aic quality standards are

being exceeded.

Carbon Mowoxide

Carbon monoxide {CO; is formed by the incompiete combustion of tossil fuels. almost
entirelv from automobiles. CO is a colorless. odorless gas that can cause dizziness.
fatigue. and impatrments o central nervous svstem functions. The APCD is designated as

an unclassified area for Stare and federal CO standards.,
Nitrogen Orxides

Nitrogen dioxide, a reddish brown gas, and nitric oxide {NO). a cotorless. odorless gas,
are formed from fuel combustion under high temperature or pressure. These compounds
are referred to jointly as nitrogen oxides. or NO.. NQ, is a primarv component of the
photochemical smog reaction. They also contribute to other poilution problems. including
a high concentration of fine paniculate matter, poor visibility. and acid deposition.
Nitrogen dioxide {NO-J decreases lung function and mav reduce resistance to infection.
The APCD is designated as attainment areas for State NO- standards and unclassified for

Federal Standards.
Sulfur Dioxide

Sultur dioxide (80,) is a coloriess irritating gas formed primarily from incomplete
combustion of fuels containing suifur. Industrial facilities also contribute to gaseous SO»
levels. SO- irritates the respiratory tract. can injure lung rissue when combined with fine
particuiate matter. and reduces visibility and the level of surlight. APCD region is in

i ]
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attainment with both federal and State sulfur dioxide standards.

Particulate Matier

Particulate matter is the temm used for a mixture of solid particles and liguid droplets
found in the air. Coarse particles {larger than 2.5 but smaller than 10 micrometers, or
PM) come from a vadety of sources, including windblown dust and grinding
operations. Fine particles (less than 2.5 micrometers. or PMi:) often come from fuel
combustion. power piants. and diese! buses and trucks. Fine particles can also be formed
in the atmosphere through chemical reactions. Coarse particles (PM,g) can accumulate in
the respiratory svstem and aggravate health problems such as asthma. EPA’s scientific
review concluded that fine particles (PM: s}, which penetrate deeply into the lungs. are
more likely than coarse particies to conuibute to the health effects listed in 2 number of
recently published community epidemiological studies at concentrations that extend well
below those allowed by the current PM;y standards. These health effects include
premature death and increased hospital admissions and emergency room visits (primarily
the elderly and individuals with cardiopulmonary disease): increased respiratory
symptoms and disease (children and individuals with cardiopulmonary disease such as
asthma}; decreased lung functions (particularly in children and individuals with asthma):
and alterations in lung tissue and structure and in respiratory tract detense mechamsms.

The APCD has designated non-attainment areas for the Stte PM;, standards and
attainment for federal standards. The attainment status of PM- ¢ in these basins has rot
been established by the EPA or the CARB.

The City rmust be diligent in s efforts to ensure thar each future project s carefully
reviewed 10 ensure consistency with Federal. State. and local air quality standards and
consistent with the goals. policies. and standards established within the other ¢lements of
the General Plan that are intended to protect air qualitv. Therefore. a case-bv-case review
of future housing projects to ensure that air quality is protected and that thev are
consistent with all Generai Plan goals, objectives. and policles would be necessarv.
Adherence to such standards and guidelines would reduce potential impacts related to this
issue to a less-than-significant level,

The Housing Element Update contains policies and programs rather than specific
projects. New development within the City must compiy with the density and intensity
standards outlined in the Land Use Element and the City"s current Zoning Ordinance. A
case-by-case review of future housing projects to ensure that air quality is protected and
that the projects are consistent with all General Plan goals. objectives, and policies would
be necessary. Furthermore. the construction of residences. in addition to the activities
associated with the residences would not result in the ¢reation of objectionabié odors.
Adherence to all applicable standards and guidelines would reduce potential impacts
related to sensitive receptors 1o a less-than-significant level.
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.
Would the project:

a. Have a substantial adverse etfect. either G ] x 0
directly or through habitar moditications.
on any species identitied as a candidate.
sensitive, or special status species in
local or regional pians. policies. or
regulations. or by the California
Department of Fish and Gamg or U S,
Fish and Wildlife Service?

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any . U % z
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
comumunity identified m local or regional
plans. policies. or regulations or by the
California Department of tish and Game
or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

|
o
[

¢. Have a substantiai adverse effect on i
federaily protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including. but not limited to. marsh.,
vemal pool. coastal. etc.) through direct
removal. tilling. hvdrological
interruption. or other means?

d. Interfere substantiaily with the movement O C % 3
of any resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established
resident or migratory wildlife corridors,
or impede the use of wildlife nursery
sites?

e Conflict with any local policies or 3 3 b 0
ordinances protecting biclogical
resources. such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance? L.

f. Conflict with the provisions of an 0 0 ® O
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Naturai Conservation Community Plan.
or other approved locul. regional. or state
habitat conservation plan?

—
tis
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-—. Diseussion

a-f.

The City of Colfax habitar types include chaparral and shrub communities. woodland
communities, conifer forest communiiies, and sierran mixed conifer forest. Under the tree
canopy are scrub-cak. manzanita. deer brush. and a variety of herbs and grasses. The
narural vegetation supports various wildlife including Californta Quail. Gray Fox. mule
deer. California thrasher. western ranlesnake. brush rabbit. dusk-footed wood rat,
Western gray squirrel. California ground squirrel, bobcat, raccoon. scrub jay, golden
mantled ground squirrel. and mountain lion. State or Federally Listed rare or endangered
animal species are not known to exist 1n the City, or the City’s sphere of Influence. (See
Natural Eavironment Element. 6.2-6.3)

The Housing Element Update anticipates the need for 43 housing units in the City for the
7-year pertod from January 2001 to Julv 2008. The Colfax General Plan and
accompanying Land Use Diagram have been developed with extensive resource
protection policies and reserve areas. Amending the City of Colfax General Plan to
inciude the Housing Element Update would not resuit in anv significant impacts on
biological resources because implementation of the goals. policies. and actions included
in the Housing Element must be consistent with State and Federal laws and the goals,
policies. and standards established within the Natural Environment Element of the
General Plan. which are intended to protect biological resources.

Because the Housing Element is a policy leve! document. the Housing Element does not
include any site specific designs or proposals that would enable an assessment of
potential site specitic biological impacts that may result from turure housing development
proposals. Therefore. future case-by-case reviews of future housing projects would be
necessary 1o assess the potential for housing project specific blological impacts and
project consistency with State and Federal regulations and all General Plan goals.
objectives and policies. Adherence to such requirements would reduce potenuial impacts
associated with this issue to a less-than-significant level.

i6
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a-d.

Cultural resources are places. structures. or objects that are important for scientific,
historic. andior religious reasons to cultures. communities. groups. or individuals.
Cultural resources include historic and prelustoric archaeclogical sites. architectural
remalns. engineering stpuctures. and artifacts that provide evidence of past human
activity. Thev also include places. resources. or items of importance in the traditions of
societies and religions.

Two major peoples lived in the Colfax area during the prehistoric period. the Maidu and
the Mewok Native Americans. While it 15 unknown whether there was a permanent
sertlement located in what is present day Colfax. all new construction is monitored by an
archeological expert in case prehistoricai artifacts are uncovered.

The history of Colfax began in & little valley just below Colfax on the southern side of the
Southem Pacific Raiirpad. Along a bend in the valley known as Alder Grove, miners
first congregated as early as the spring of 1849, The area became the distributing point of
supplies for all of the mining camps around it. As a commercial area, it ranked with Drv
Diggings {Auburn) until lae in the fall of 1849, when fear of a harsh winter in the upper
canyon area discouraged winter trading activity. The site for the town which is today
known as Colfax was laid out by the Central Pacific Ratlroad in 1863,

CEQA Guidelines Section 13064.5 defines historic resources as any object. building.
structure. site. area. place. record. manuscript or other resource listed or determined to be
eligible for listing by the State Historical Resources Commission. a local register of
historic resources, or the lead agency. Generallv a resources is considersd w© be
“historically significant™ if it meets one of the following criteria

Fetruury 1004

Potentially
Ponerialiy Srgrmficant Less-Than. »
Igsues Sigmfiean With Signtficant n 9 .
Impaxt Mit:gazon Impact Bat
Incerporated
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES.
Would the project:
a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the T 0 x 0
significance of a historical resource as
defined in Section {5064.57
b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the [ O x 7
significance of a unique archaeological
resource pursuant to Section 13064.37
C. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique ] N, : I
paleontological resource on site or unique
geologic teatures?
d. Disturk any human remains, including those (3 L = O
interred outside of formal cemeteries.
Disenssion
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e [s associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage:
Is associated with the lives of important persons in the past:
Embodies the distinctive charactenistics of a type, period. region or method of
construction. or represents the work of an important creative individual. or
possesses high artistic values: or

¢ Has vielded. or may be likely to vield. information important in prehistory or
history.

The Housing Element Update requires the deveiopment of an additional 43 housing units
in the City, However, the Housing Element Update contains policies and programs rather
than ordinance amendments or specific projects. Without specific data on the location
and type of new residential development, it is not possible to determine potential impacts
to archaeological and historic resources. Review of new residential development(s)
would permit an analysis of how such development may potentially conflict with known
archeological and/or historic resources. The possibility also exists that future
development would discover or uncover previously unknown archeclogical resources.
Theretore, a case-bv-case review of future housing projects and programs to ensure
consistency with State, Federal, and all General Plan goals. objectives. and policies
would be necessary. Adherence o applicable City. County. State, and federal standards
and guidetines related o the protection/preservation of cultural resources. as well as the
requirements mandated during the environmental review of individual projects would
reduce potential impacts related to cultural resources to a Jess-than-significant level.

18
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V1. GEOLOGY AND SOILS.
Would the project.

a.

Discussion

a-L.ii. As of the most recent listing of cities and counues affected by the Alquist-Priolo,Xct does
not include either the Citv of Colfax or Placer County. Rupture of the surface has not
resulted from faulting associated with earthquakes in Placer County. The nearest fault
ling is the Stampede Vallev fauit that was last active in 1966 during the Truckee
earthquake. This fault line does not extend into Colfax but may extend inte parts of

Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects. including the risk
of loss. injury. or death involving:

1. Rupture of a known earthquake fauit.
as delineated on the most recent
Alquist - Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault?

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

1ii. Seismic-refated ground failure,
including liquefaction?

iv, Landshides?

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

Be located on a geologic umt or soil that is
unstabie. or that would become unstabiec as a
result of the project. and potentially result in
on- or off-site landsiide. lateral spreading,
subsidence, liqueraction or collapse?

Be located on expansive soil. as defined in
Table 18-1B of the Uniform Building Code?

Have soils incapable ot adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers
are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

Placer County.

19
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Amending the City of Colfax General Plan to include the Housing Element Update would
not result in any significant geclogical impacts because actions to implement the goals.
policies. and actions included in the Housing Element must be consistent with the zoals,
policies. and standards established within the other elements of the General Plan that are
intended to protect the safety of the comnunity. Furthermore. all new housing
development and rehabilitation that might result from Housing Element implementation
would be required to be consistent with existing State and Local building codes which are
designed to ensure that new construction does not expose people to significant geological
impacts. Therefore, seismic hazards would have less-than-significant impacts to the
proposed project,

a-iiiLiv.c. Liquefaction is a process by which water-saturated materials (including soil.
sediment, and certain tvpes of volcanic deposits) lose strength and may fail during strong
ground shaking, Liguefaction is defined as "the transformation of a granular material
from a solid state into a liquefied state as a consequence of increased pore-water pressure.
The Coltax CGeneral Plan Safety Element identifies the bed of streams or sloped
exposures as areas of the City of Collax that are the most susceptible o liquetaction.
{Cotfax General Plan p. 7-31.

Landslide can occur with or without an earthquake. These slope failures can be artributed
to the type of material. structural properties of that material. steepness of slope. water,
vegetation type. and proximity to areas of active erosion. Within Coifax. [andslides are
attrtbuted 1o both erosion and the steepness of slope. The City of Coltax’s Hillside
development guidelines are in place 10 mitigate for landslides due to development,

The update 1o the City’s Housing Element identities that an additional 43 housing units
are required in the Citv. In the absence of specific information regarding the [ocation and
tvpe of these additional residential units. it is not possible to determune 1t new residential
development 1s subject to liquefaction. landslide. and other related hazards. New
residential development within the Citv would be designed and constructed to meet the
most current seismic safety standards for liquetaction included in the Uniform Building
Code (LIBC) and/or standards established by the Ciy of Coitax. Adherence to these
requirements would reduce potential liquefaction. landslide. and other related impacts to
a less-than-significant level.

b. The Placer County General Plan Background Report idenufies Colfax and the
surrounding area as having soils that present a moderate to high erosion hazard. Due to
this risk. parcels that have gradients of more than 10 percent are subject to the City’s
Hillside guidelines. Development in these areas are encouraged to use innovared design
concepts such as clustering, split pads. and underground or below grade rooms tr provide
energy efficient and environmentally desirable spaces. Cluster development is when
structures are built grouped close together to preserve open spaces larger than the
individual vard for common recreation for the purpose of protecting and preserving
natural landforms, and/or environmentaily sensitive areas by mainwaining open space. [n
these design areas the maximum number of residential dwelling units shail be as
determined by environmental assessment. unless such development constraints can be
shown to have been eliminated or mitigated to the satistaction of the Planning

20
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Commission or of the City Council. Development of the 45 residential units identified in
the Housing Needs Assessment would require earth-moving activities. which would
expose soils, thereby increasing the potential for erosion or loss of topsoil. The
susceptibility of soils to erosion vanes depending on the location. base material.
topography. surrounding environment (e.g.. natural cover or paved surfaces). and the
level of ground disturbance activities. In the absence of information as to where new
residential development would occur, it is not possible to ascertain if {or to what level).
the development of specific residential projects would contribute to the erosion of or loss

of topsotl.

Compiiance with National Poliution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permut and
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan {SWPP) requirements as well as common
construction and grading practices would reduce potential impacts related to solil erosion
to a less-than-significant level.

Expansive sotls have the potenual for shrinking and swelling with changes in moisture
content. which can cause damage to overlving structures, The amount and tvpe of clay in
the soil influences the changes. According to the Coltax General Plan Tnitiai Study. much
of the Colfax Planning Arca contains sous that have low to moderate expansive soils.

The update to the City’s Housing Element identifies that an additional 43 housing units
are required in the City. In the absence of specific information regarding the location and
type of these additional residential units. it is not possibie to determine if new residential
development is subject to hazards associated with expansive soilis). New residential
development within the City would be designed and constructed 1o meet the most current
standards included in the Uniform Building Code and/or standards established by the Ciry
such as the Hillside Development Standards. Implementation of the related City of
Colfax General Plan Policies would mitigare anv potential impacts two a less-than-
stgniticant level (Colfax General Plan Initial Studv. p. 7). Therefore. adherence to the
above requirements would reduce potential expansive soils impacts to a less-than-
significant level.

The Housing Element Update contains policies and programs rather than specific
projects. In addition. future residential development within the City would generally
utilize local sewer systems. In areas where the use of septic svstems is reguired. such
svstems would be designed. constructed. and maintained in accordance with established
City standards. The suitability of specific sites to accommodate septic systems shall be
determined prior to development via the preparation of appiicabie required studies.
Adherence to applicable City standards related to the placement, construction. and
suitability of septic systems would reduce potential impacts related 1o this issue to a fess-
than-significant level, P

i

February 204



Emtial Seady Cire of Colfay Housing Element

issues

Potentenily
Potamuatly SigmBcant
Srgm Az With
Impact Mingation
Incorporated

[ess+Than-
Segnefecant
tmpac

MNo
{mpacs

VIL

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.

Would the project:

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonabiy foreseeable
upset and accident conditions invelving the
likely release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials.
substances. or waste within one-quarter mile
of an existing or proposed school?

Be located on a site which is included on a list
ol hezardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Governunent Code Section
63962.3 and. as a result. would it ereate a
significant hazard to the pubiic or the
environment?

For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted. within rwo miles of a public airport
or public use airport. would the project result
in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the preject area”

For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip. would the project resuit in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Expose people or structures to the risk of loss.
injury or death involving wildland fires.
including where wildlands are adjacent wo
urbanized areas or where residences are
imtermixed with wildlands?

2
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.. Discussion

a.h.

ef.

The potentiai release of hazardous materials along roadways 1s an on-geing condition that
is regulated by federal. State. and local regulations. This condition would exist with or
without the proposed project.

The update 1o the City's Housing Element identifies that an additional 45 housing units
are required in the Citv. Because the Housing Element is a policy level document. the
Housing Element does not include any site specific designs or proposals that would
enable an assessment of potential site specitic hazardous impacts that mav result from
future housing development proposals.

Amending the Citv of Colfax General Plan to include the Housing Element Update would
not result in any significant hazards, such as exposure to potential health hazards. or
creation of a health hazards. because actions to implement the goais. policies. and actions
included in the Housing Element must be consistent with the goals. policies. and
standards established within the other elements of the General Plan that are intended to
protect the satery of the community. However. to ensure that development of housing on
specific sites does not result in potentially signiticant hazards or expose people 0
potential health hazards. future projects would be reviewed for consistency with state.
tederal. and local requirernents and guidelines. Adherence to such requirements would
reduce potennal impacts associated with this issue to a less-than-significant level,

Residential units constructed through implementation of the Housing Element Update
may be located within one-quarter miie ot an existing or planned school. The Housing
Element Update contains poficies and programs rather than specitic projects. In the
absence of specific information regarding the location and type of these additional
residential units. 1t 1s not possible to determine potential impacts 1o existing or planned
schools. An analysis of potential impacts associated with the Housing Element Update to
existing or planned schools would be conducted during the environmental review of
specific residential developments. Adherence to applicable Cirv, State. and or federal
regulations related to the transport. use. storage or disposal of hazardous materiais would
reduce the potential impacts related to this issue to a fess-than-significant level,

The Housing Element Update contains policies and programs rather thar specific
proiects. In the absence of specific information regarding the location and type of
additional residential units. a residential development site cannot be identified as being
located in or near an area identified as a hazardous materials site. Review of potential
impacts related to this issue would be conducted during the environmental review of
specific residential developments. Adherence 1w applicable City. State. and/or federal
regulations would reduce potential hazards to the public to a less-than-significant level.

Alrports are not located within the City of Colfax or within the Planning Area. The
nearest Public or Private Use Airport is the Nevada County Alrport. 7.2 miles from the
City of Colfax. State Law charges Nevada County with administening an Airport Land
Use Plan (ALUP

ny
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The Housing Element Update contains policies and programs rather than specific
projects. Future development proposals would undergo analvsis to determine whether a
residential development site would be located within an ALUP or if such development
would create a safetv hazard for persons residing in new residential developments.
Review of potential impacts related to this issue would be conducted during the
environmental review of specific residential developments. Adherence 1o applicable City.
State. and/or federal regulations would reduce potential hazards assoctate with this issue

to a less-than-significant level.

The Housing Element Update contains policies and programs rather than specific
projects. In the absence of specific information regarding the location and type of
addiuonal residential units, the impact of new residential development on the emergency
response and/or emergency evacuation plans adopted by the Citv cannot be determined.
Development of residential uses would be consistent with applicable requirements of
adopted emergency response/evacuation plans; thus, reducing potential impacts related to
this issue to a less-than-significant level.

The Housing Element Update is a policy level document and therefore does nut contain
specific projects. However. upon the construction of housing anticipated in the Housing
Element Update. new housing woulid tvpically oceur on undeveloped or underutilized
land. some of which mayv be located adjacent to areas with a significant risk for property
damage or injurv resulting trom wildland tires. The transition from natural vegetation to
urban uses would increase the potential for wildland fire impacts. New residential
development would be evaluated o determine the exposure of people and structures to a
significant risk of loss due to wildland fires. New development would adhere to
applicable and appropriate standards and regulations of responsible fire authoerities:
therebv. reducing potential wildland fire impacts to a less-than-significans level.
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VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.

e

L.

Would the profect;

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge U
requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere O L
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there

would be a net deficit in aquiter voiume or a lowering of

the focal groundwater table level (1.e., the production rate

of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which

would not support existing land uses or planned uses for

which permits have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the O O
site or area. including through the alteration of the course

of a stream or river. in a manner which would result in

substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the O L
site or area. including through the alteration of the course

of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or

amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result

in tlooding on- or off-site?

il

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed L
the capacity of exasting or planned stormwater drainage

systems or provide substantal additional sources of

polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? {'} C

Place housing within a {00-vear floodpiain. as mapped C ..
on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance
Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

Place within a 100-vear floodplain structures which U U
would impede or redirect flood flows?

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss. £ 1
injury or death involving tlooding, including flooding as
a result of the failure of a levee or dam.

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss. . o
injurv. or death involving inundation by seiche. tsunami.
or mudflow?

b

February 2004

B

C



Trpmmal Srudy Ciev of Coltux Mousing Element

.~ Discussion

a.f

o-2.

Linder Section 402 of the Clean Water Act. the Regional Water Quality Controf Board
(RWOQCB) issues NPDES permits to regulate waste dischargers 10 “waters of the nation.”
Waters of the nation include nivers. lakes. and therr tributary waters. Waste discharges
include discharges of stormwater and construction project discharges. A construction
project resuiting in the disturbance of one (1) or more acres reguires a NPDES permit
Construction project proponents are required to prepare a SWPPP.

The Housing Element Update is a policy level document and therefore does not contain
specific projects. Future development anticipated in the Housing Element Update would
be subject to the Citv's environmental review process. therefore. future residential
development would be evaluated on an individual basis for potential violation of water
quality standards or waste discharge requirements as it is proposed. Implementation of
Best Management Practices (BMPs) as specified by the NPDES permit and the approval
ot 'a SWPPP would ensure that any potential rmpacts associated with this issue would be
reduced to a less-than-significant level.

The Housing Element Update is a policy level document and theretore does not contain
specific projects. In addition. Colfax is not heavily reliant on groundwater, The Placer
County Water Agency supplies water to much of Colfax, PCWA water supply comes
from the Yuba-Bear and American River watersheds and snow pack runoff. Therefore.
the impacts associated with the Housing Element wouid be less-than-significant and
mitigation measures are not required.

Because the Housing Element is a policy level document. the Housing Element does not
tnclude any site specific designs or proposals that would enable an assessment of
potential site specitic stormwater runoff and drainage pattern impacts that may result with
furure housing development proposals. Therefore. a case-byv-case design review of future
housing projects would be carried out to ensure the satery of the future communities. and
that future projects are consisient with all General Plan goals. objectives. and policies.
Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential impacts associated with this
issue (o a less-than-significant level.

According to FEMA. Colfax does not exist in a 100-year flood plan. For the purposes of
Flood Hazard mapping 1t 1s zoned category “C”. Because the Housing Element is a
policy level document. the Housing Element does not include any site specific designs or
proposals that would enable an assessment of potential site specific flooding impacts that
may resubt with future housing development proposals. Therefore. a case-by-case design
review of future housing projects would be carried out 1o ensure the saterv of the future
communities, and that future projects are consistent with all Gengral Plagn goals.
objectives. and policies. Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential impacts
associated with this issue 1o a less-than-significant level.

Tsunamis are defined as sea waves created by undersea fault movement. A sunami poses
little danger awayv from shorelines. Coltax is several miles inland tfrom any sea or ocean
and. therefore. would not sufter from a tsunamu.
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A seiche is a long wavelength, large-scale wave action set up in a closed body of water
such as a lake or reservoir, whose destructive capacity is not as great as that of tsunamis.
Colfax is not located near a lake that is identified as having a potential threat from a
seiche. However, mudflows typically occur in mountainous or hilly terrain. The City of
Colfax 1s mountainous and hilly and has experienced mudflows in the past.

Because the Housing Element is a policy level document, the Housing Element does not
include any site specific designs or proposals that would enable an assessment of
potential site specific impacts resulting from seiches and mudslides that may result with
future housing development proposals. Therefore, a case-by-case design review of fumre
housing projects would be carried out to ensure the safety of the future communities. and
that future projects are consistent with all General Plan goals. objectives, and policies.
Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential impacts associated with this

issue to a less-than-significant level.
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IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING.
Would the project:
a.  Physically divide an established community? ] . x ]
b. Conflict with anv applicable land use plans. U - z o
policies. or reguiations of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including. but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan. local
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating on
environmental effect?
c.  Conflict with any applicable habitat - i O x
conservation plan or natural communities
conservation plan?
Discussion
a. Development anticipated by the Housing Element Update would involve development of

vacant land and underutiiized land. The proposed project would jnvelve a change in land
use from vacant land to residential urban uses. but would not signiticantly divide anv
community or reduce access to community amenities. Therefore. project impacts are
considered less-than-significant and mitigation measures are not required.

The City of Colfax’s current Housing Element was adopted in 1993, At the time of the
adoption. all Elements of the Citv's General Plan were consistent. In accordance with
State Law. the City of Colfax has prepared a new 2003-2008 Housing Element. which is
the document evaluated in this Initial Study. With the adoption of this new Housing
Element. all elements of Colfax’s General Plan will be consistent with one another.
Therefore. the proposed project would have less-than-significant impacts o land use
plans and policies.

Currently. habitat conservation plans or natural communines conservation plans do not
exist within the Colfax Planning Area. Therefore. development anticipated by the
Housing Elememt would have no impacts to habitat conservation plans or natural
community conservation plans.

Cad
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X MINERAL RESOURCES.
Wouid the project:
a.  Result in the loss of availability of a known O O x ]
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?
b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally U O x d

important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan.
or other land use plan?

Discussion

a.b.  Currently there is an inactive mine located within the City of Colfax thar may still conmain
trace veins of the mineral gold. The proposed project identifies a housing need of 43
housing units in the Cirv. The possibiltty exists that the development of some of the
houses would result in the loss of avatlability of mineral resources, However. because the
Housing Element is a policy level document. the Housing Element does not include any
site specitic designs or proposals thar would enable an assessment of potenual site
specific Impacts refated 10 mineral resources that may result with future housing
development proposals. Therefore. a case-byv-case design review of tuwre housing
projects would be carrfed out to ensure that future projects are consistent with all General
Plan goals. objectives. and polictes. Adherence to such requirements would reduce
potential impacts asseciated with this issue to a fess-than-significant level,
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XI.

NOISE.
Would the project result in:

a.  Exposure of persons to or generation of noise ] J =
levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

b.  Exposure of persons to or generation of O O
excessive groundbome vibration or groundborne
noise levels?

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient O [ 2
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

(i
1
»

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient nowse levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

¢.  Fora project located within an airport land use ] [ x
plan or. where such a plan has not been adopted.
within rwo miles of a public airport or pubiic use
airport. would the project expose peopls residing
or working in the project area 1o excessive noise
fevels?

(]

f.  Fora project within the vicinity of 2 private (N
airstrip. would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area w
excessive noise levels?

Discussion

a.

Sound refers to anything that is or may be perceived by the ear. Noise is usually defined
as unwanted sound. Noise consists of anv sound that may produce physiological or
psvchological damage and/or interfere with communication, work. rest, recreation,. and
sleep. Noise impacts can be described in three categories. The first is audible impacts that
refer to increases in notse levels noticeabie to humans, Audible increases in noise levels
generally refer to a change of 3.0 decibels (dB) or greater because this level has been
found to be barely perceptible in exterior environments. The second category. potentiaily
audible. refers to a change in the noise level between 1.0 and 3.0 dB. This range of noise
levels has been found to be noticesble only in laboratory environments. The last category
is changes in noise level of less than 1.0 dB that are inaudible to the human ear. Only

L
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audible changes in existing ambient or background noise levels are considersd potentially
significant.

The proposed project identifies a housing need of 45 housing units in the Citv, Tvpically.
residential housing does not generate unacceptable noise levels. which would exceed City
standards. However, adoption and implementation of the Housing Element mav be
expected to result in the exposure of persons to noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local General Plan or Noise Ordinance. Without identifving the
locarion of residential development. it is not possible to determine if future housing
would be placed near land uses that would generate noise levels that would exceed
acceptable standards. Therefore, a case-by-case review of future housing projects would
be carried out to ensure that [uture residents are not exposed to unaccepiable noise levels,
and that the projects are consistent with all General Plan goals. objectives. and policies.
and the Citv’s Notse Ordinance. Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential
impacts associated with this issue to a fess-than-significant level.

The construction of new residential uses would require the use of earthmoving vehicles
and construction equipment. The operation of this equipment would temporarily increase
the potential for groundbome vibration and/or noise. Potential ground bome
noise/vibration impacts resulting construction of additional residential units envisioned
bv the Housing Element Update would be short-term. This issue would be evaluated as
part of the eavironmenai review ol future residential development. Construction
activities associated with new residennal development would required 1o comply with
applicable City standards regarding the generation of ground vibration or groundborne
noise. Adherence w these measures would reduce impacis associated with this issue to a

less-than-significant level.

The update to the Housing Element identifies that an additional 45 housing units are
required in the (ity. The development of new residential uses tvpicallv increases the
raffic volumes in the vicinity of new development. Because traffic noise is a primary
contributor to the local noise environment. any increase in traffic resuiting from the
deveiopment of new residential uses wouid be expected to proportionallv increase local
noise levels.

An analysis of potential impacts associated with permanent increases in ambient noise
leveis brought about through implementation of the Housing Element L pdate would be
conducted as part of the environmental review of individual residential developments,
Adherence 10 applicable City and/or State noise standards would reduce potential impacts
related to this issue 1o a less~than-significant levei. .

The update to the Housing Element identifies that an additional 45 housing units are
required in the City. Development of new residential uses would require the modification
of individual project sites. installation of wilities. and construction of structures. Noise
generated from grading and construction equipment as well as noise generated from
workers™ vehicles would contribute to a temporary increase in ambient noise levels in the
vicwnity of the project site.

Lo s
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An analysis of potential impacts associated with temporary increases in ambient noise
levels brought about through implementation of the Housing Element Update would be
conducted as part of the environmental review of individual residential developments.
Adherence to applicable City and/or State noise standards would reduce potential impacts
related to this issue to a less-than-significant level.

Airports are not located within the City of Colfax or within the Planning Area. The
nearest Public or Private Use Airport ts the Nevada County Airport, 7.2 miles from the
City of Colfax. Therefore aircraft operations at the airport are not audible in the Planning
Area and existing and future operations are not identified as a potential noise source

within the Planning Area.

The update to the Housing Element identifies that an additional 45 housing units are
required in the City. In the absence of specific information regarding the location and
type of additional residential units, potential airport-related noise impacts cannot be
determined. Future residential development anticipated by the Housing Element Update
would be evaluated to identify how such development would be potentially impacted by
airport related noise. Compliance with applicable City. State. and/or federal noise
standards would reduce potential impacts related to this issue to a less-than-significant

level.
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XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING.
Would the project:
a. Induce substantial population growth in an area. ] O x O
either directly (for example. by proposing new homes
and businesses) or indirectly (¢.g.. through projecis in
an undeveloped area or extension of major
infrastructure)?
b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, ] ] »x C
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?
<. Displace substantial numbers of people. necessitating C 2 x L
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
Discussion
a-c.  The addition of the housing units proposed in the Housing Element Update would help to
increase the number of housing units n the Cry and improve the jobs/housing balance.
- All of the housing development proposed by the Housing Element Updarte is within the

existing City limirs on land that is already served by the necessary infrastructure for
residential development or iand that can have the necessary infrastructure svstems
extended. For these reasons. adoption and implementation of the Housing Element would
not be expected to induce substantial growth that would require significant new
infrastructure, displace substantial numbers of existing housing. or necessitate the
construction of replacement housing. Therefore. approval and implementation of the
Housing Element Update would have less-than-significans impacts to population and

housing.

The Housing Element Update contains policies and programs rather than specific
projects. Future development anticipated by the Housing Element Update would be
constructed on vacant and underutilized land in the City, and existing housing would not
be displaced. Therefore. the Housing Element would have less-than-significant impacts
related to the displacement of existing housing.

)
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X111, PUBLIC SERVICES.

Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of new
ar physically altered governmental facilities. need for
new or phvsically altered governmentdd facilities. the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental Impacts. in order to mainiain
acceptable service ratios. response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:

a, Fire protection?
b. Police protection?
c. Schools?

d.  Parks?

oo

(NI O
t R B B

Discussion

Residential development proposed by the Housing Element Update would be served by
the Colfax Fire Department. The additional development of 43 housing uniis set forth by
the Housing Elernent would increase the need for fire protection services in the City,
However. the Housing Flement Update contains goals. policies. and programs rather than
specific projects. Future development may require improvements to existing facilities or
increases in staffing and equipment. Through the Ciry’s environmental review process.
future development would be evaluated on an individual basis for potential impacts
related to the provision of fire protection services, Without specific detatls regarding each
development. the adequacv of fire protection is impossible to determine with any
precision. These needs would be addressed and met as each deveiopment is constructed.
Where needed. appropriate mitigation measures would be required to reduce potential
impacts to a level that is less-than-significant.

Residential Development propoesed in the Housing Element Update would be served by
the Placer County Sheriif Department. The additonal development of 43 housing units
set forth by the Housing Elemenr would increase the need for police protection services
in the City. However, the Housing Element Update contains goals. policies. and programs
rather than specitic projects. Future development anticipated in the Housing Element
Update may require improvements to existing facilities or increases in staffing and
equipment. Through the City’s environmenial review process, future development would
be evaluated on an individual basis for potential impacts related to the provision of police
protection services. Without specific details regarding each development. the adequacy of
pelice protection 1s impossible to determine with any precision. These needs would be
addressed and met as each development is constructed. Where needed. appropriate
mitigation measures would be required to reduce potential impacts o a leve! thar is Jess-

than-significant.
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Two school districts serve the Colfax Planning Area. the Colfax Elementarv School
District and the Placer Union High School District. All schools are located outside of the
City boundaries {Colfax General Plan Initial Study, p. 13). The Housing Elememnt Update
identifies an assigned growth need of 45 additional housing units for develepment
through 2008. Development of additional housing is provided to meet anticipated
population growth, thereby increasing the demand on schools. Additional facilities and
staffing may be necessary to accommaodate the growth. Pavment of the School Facilities
Mitigation Fee has been deemed by the State [egislature to be full and complete
mitigation of the impacts of a development project on the provision of adequate school
facilities. The assessment of the standard School Facilities Mitigation Fee ensures that the
Project would not result in a significant impact under CEQA. In accordance with Senate
Biill 30. which became effective in 1998. Therefore, the impact from the proposed project
would be less-than-significant.

All local-serving park and recreation lands within the Planning Area are owned and
operated by the Parks and Recreation Department. and local school district. The City of
Colfax has adopted a standard, which requires a 3-3 acres per 1.000 residents {Colfax
General Plan Nawral Environment Element p. 6-10) The Housing Element Update
identifies an assigned growth need of 435 additional housing units for development
through 2008. The Housing Element Update contains goals. policies. and programs rather
than specific projects. Furure development anticipated in the Housing Element Update
would increase the demand for additional parkiand in the Cirv. All future residential
development shall be reviewed to ensure consistency with the Coliax General Plan, all
applicable City ordinances, and the community’'s open space and recreational needs.
Adherence to these measures would reduce impacts associated with this issue to a fess-
than-significant level.
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Potsanails

operated by the City of Colfax parks and recreation deparment and the local school
district. The City of Colfax has adopted a standard. which requires 3-3 acres per 1.000
residents (Colfax General Plan National Environment Element p. 6-10). The Housing
Element Update identifies an assigned growth need of 43 additional housing units for
development through 2008. The Housing Element Update contains goals. policies. and
programs rather than specific prejects. Future development anticipated in the Housing
Element Update would increase the demand for additional parkland in the Citv. Al tuture
residential development shall be reviewed to ensure consistency with the Colfax General
Plan. all applicable City ordinances, and the community’s open space and recreational
needs. Adherence to these measures would reduce impacets associated with this issue o a

less-than-significant level,

February 2004
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X1V, RECREATION.
Would the project.
a.  Would the project increase the use of existing L L x £
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?
b.  Does the project include recreational facilities or - £ % W
require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?
Discussion
a,b.  All local-serving park and recreation lands within the Planning Area are owned and
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XV. TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION.
Would the project:
a. Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial i i b O
in relation to the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a
substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersections)?
b. Exceed, etther individuallv or cumulatively, a O O b C
level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?
¢. Result in a change in air traffic patterns. U C L] x
including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?
d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design | O 3 O
features (e.g.. sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g.. farm
equipment)?
e.  Result in inadequate emergency access? = O] 3 O
f.  Result in inadequate parking capacitv? D [ b C
g.  Conflicts with adopted policies supporting a a x O
altermative transportation (e.g2.. bus turnouts.
bicvcle racks)?
Discussion
a,b.  The Housing Element Update identifies an assigned growth need of 45 additional housing
units. Because the Housing Element is a policv level document. the Element does not
include site specific designs or proposals that would enabie an assessment of potential
site specific transportation impacts that may result with future housing development
proposals. All future residential development shall be reviewed to ensure consistency
with all regional and local transportation plans and policies. the Colfax General Plan, and
all applicable City ordinances. In addition. all proposals, both private and public, to
develop new residential units shall be subject to a project-specific environmental
analysis. Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential impacts associated with
this issue to a less-than-significant level.
c. Development anticipated by the Housing Element Update involves the potential
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development of 43 housing units on vacant and underutilized parcels of land throughout
the City. The anticipated amount of development would not result in any changes to air
traffic parterms nor would the anticipated amount of development result in any substantial
safety risks related to aireraft traffic. Therefore, the proposed project would have no

impact.

The Houstng Element Update identifies an assigned growth need of 43 addiional housing
umits through 2008, Any needed traffic improvemnents associated with the anticipated
development would be constructed to the City’s roadway safety standards. The increased
amount of traffic associated with the anticipated development would not substantiaily
increase hazards to motorist, pedestrians or bicyvelists. Through the City’s environmental
review process. future development projects would be evaluated for potential safety
impacts. Where needed. appropriate mitigation measures would be required to reduce
potential impacts to a less-than-significant level.

The Housing Element Update identities an assigned growth need of 43 additional housing
units through 2008. Anyv future residential projects would be reguired to conform w
traffic and safety reguiarions that specify adequate emergency access measures. Without
specific details regarding <ach development. the adequacy of emergency access Is
impossible to determine with any precision, Future development projects would be
evaiuated 10 determine adequacy of emergency access prior to its approval. Therefore. the
proposed project would have a /ess-than-significant impact o hazards resulting from
design features.

Development anticipated by the Housing Element Update involves the construction of
residential dwelling units. Each development would be required to adhere to all
applicable (City of Colfax standards pertaining to the provision of parking tacilities.
Future development projects would be evaluated to determine adequacy of parking on an
individual basis. Adherence to these standards would reduce potential parking impacts 1o
a less-than-significant level.

The City of Coltax contains access to several forms of altemative transportation such as
buses, walking trails. and bike paths. The Housing Element Updated identifies an
assigned growth need of 45 housing units bv 2008. Because the Housing Element is a
policy level document. the Element does not include site specific designs or proposals
that would enable an assessment of potential site specific impacts o alternative
transportation that may result with future housing development proposals. Future
development proposals would provide for aliernative modes of ransportation. Therefore,
the proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact.

40
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UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.

Would the project:

a.

Discussion

a.b.d.e. The City of Colfax Wastewater Treatment Plant was built in 1978, Currently. the Plant is
functioning under a cease and desist order issued by the Regional Water Quality €ontrol
Board. The plant has only marginal remaining capacity and has difficulty in meeting
new. more stringent. discharge requirements. The City is required to upgrade the plant to
provide additional plant capacity and improve treatment type by June 14, 2006.
Currently. according 1o the Coifax Wastewater Treatment Plant Capaciry Analysis report,
the Wastewater Treatment Plant has sufficient capacity for a limited number of new
equivalent dwelling units (EDUs). As a result. the City Council has adopted ordinance
#478. which would allocate the remaining connections on a vearly basis unti] the plant

Exceed wastewaler treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?

Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities. the construction
of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage faciiities or expanston of
existing facilities. the construction of which
could cause sigmficant environmeneal effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available 1o serve
the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve
the project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?

Be served by a landfill with sutficient permitted
capacity to accommeodare the project’'s solid
waste disposal needs?

Comply with federal. state. and local statutes and
reguladons related to solid waste?
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upgrades are completed in 2006, The ordinance provides an inital 11 EDU's for the
period of October 1, 2003 to September 30, 2004, of which 5 are specified for residential
development. A two-member allocation subcommuttee was also established to review the
status of the plant and EDU absorption on a quarterly basis. The subcommittee will then
allocate an average of 13 EDUs per year. Based on this review. the Subcommittee may
recomumend to the Council an adjustment in the available EDUs. Given the prejected
annua! construction need of 10 units over the next three vears, the current allocation of
EDUs will be sufficient to meet the City’s housing goals. Currently an Environmental
Review is being conducted 10 assess potential impacts of the expansion of the
Wastewater Treatment Plant.

Water in the Colfax Planning Area is provided by the Placer County Water Ageney.
They have indicated that there is sufficient water availability to meet the needs of the
Colfax Regional Housing Needs Assessment.

Constructon anticipated by the Housing Element Update includes an assigned growth
need of 45 housing units for development through 2008. Amending the City of Colfax
General Plan to include the Housing Element Updae would not result in anv impacts 10
water and wastewater service because actions to implement the goals. policies. and
programs included in the Housing Element must be consistent with the goals. policies,
and standards established within the other elements of the General Plan. However. the
City would need 10 continue to carefully review individual projects and work with utility
providers o ensure that future projects do not result in localized or project specific utility
impacts and ensure that each project is contributing a Fair share financial contribution to
the ongoing improvement of the public systems. Water and wastewater improvements are
required as part of a building permit for most tvpes of “new development.” Theretore, the
Housing Elemen: Update would have less-than-significant impacts to water and
wastewater.

Because the Housing Element is a polivy level document. the Housing Element does not
include anyv site specitic designs or proposals that would enable an assessment of
potential site specitic stormwater runotf impacts that may result with future housing
development proposals. Theretore, a case-bv-case design review of fumure housing
projects would be camed our to ensure the safetv of the future comumunines, and that
future projects are consistent with all Gengeral Plan goals. objectives. and policies.
Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential impacts associated with this
issue to o fess-than-significant level.

Solid waste collection is a “demand-responsive” service and current service levels can be
expanded and funded through user fees without ditficulty. Funre development- would
also coordinate with a certified waste hauler to develop curbside collection of recvelabie
materials within the City. All future development within the Cirv shall comply with
applicable elements of the Caiifornia Solid Waste Reuse and Recyveling Access Act of
1991. Future waste disposal needs cannot be accurately determined without site locations
and specific project details. The volume of solid waste generated by the anticipated
housing units set forth by the Housing Flement Update is not anticipated to adversely
impact landtills or other solid waste disposal facilitv, Where needed. appropriate
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mitigation measures would be required to reduce potential impacts to a level that is fess-

than-significant.
Patenraily
Pasentaity Sigmificant Less-Than~ "
issues Sigruficans With Significant im <
impact Mitigation imp mpact
neorporated

XII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

a.  Does the project have the potential to degrade C O x O
the quality of the environment, substantiaily
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species.
cause a tish or wildlite population to drop below
self-sustaining levels. threaten to ¢liminate a
plant or animal community. reduce the number
or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
or animal or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b.  Does the project have the potential to achieve 3 G b J
short-term. to the disadvantage of long-term.
environmental goals?

¢.  Does the project have impacts that are L = b 4 L
individually limited. but cumulanvely
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project
are considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects. the effects of
other current projects. and the e¢ifects of
probable future projects}?

d.  Does the project have environmental effects | O x ]
which will cause substantial adverse etfects on
human beings. either directly or indirectly”

Discussion

ab. Although the Housing Element Update identifies an assigned growth need of 45
additional housing units within the City. the Housing Element Update is a policy level
document designed to guide the City in future planning through 2008. The number of
units proposed for construction by the Housing Element can be accommodated within the
Colfax City Limits and under the current General Plan designations. Future development
proposals would be subject to the City’s environmental review process and evaluated for
potential cumulative impacts. Where needed. appropriate mitigation measures would be
required to reduce potential impacts to a level that is less-than-significant.

cd. The General Plan buildout involves the implementation of the Housing Element

Updatefor the Citv of Colfax. The Housing Element Update contains policies gnd
programs rather than ordinance amendments or specific projects. However, the Housiig
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Element Update identifies an assigned growth need ot 43 additional housing units within
the City. This development would increase the amount of tratfic on local roadways.
ernission of pollutants and particulate matter. generate noise within the project limits.
impact the provision of public services. and may result in the loss of farm iand and
possibly affect the amount and distribution of biological resources. Without the exact
number of units to be constructed or specifics details regarding each project. the effects
on the environment, either directly or indirectly. is impossible to determine with any
precision. Through the City’s environmental review process, future development projects
would be evaluated individually for potential direct and indirect impacts. Where needed.
appropriate mitigation measures would be required to reduce potential impacts to a level
that is less-than-significant. Therefore. the impact would be considered less-than-

significant.
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